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the crops, about the runoff that is in 
our waterways affecting how healthy 
our waterways are and the organisms 
that live in our streams and in our riv-
ers. 

So this is a very unbalanced presen-
tation to the American public. It is the 
type of thing that government 
shouldn’t be involved in—basically, 
running a promotional campaign on 
taxpayers’ dollars to not create a bal-
anced understanding of an issue but in-
stead an unbalanced understanding of 
an issue. 

The truth is, all Americans have the 
right to know what is in their food. 
They are buying food to feed their chil-
dren. They have the right to know the 
ingredients so they can make respon-
sible decisions. Providing information 
regarding genetically modified ingredi-
ents is a commonsense way to empower 
consumers to make their own personal 
decisions on issues they care about on 
the food they purchase. It is a pretty 
emotional issue when you start talking 
about the food you are putting in your 
own mouth or the food you are feeding 
your children. 

Campbell’s Soup has begun taking 
steps to voluntarily disclose on all of 
their soups whether the products con-
tain genetically modified ingredients. 
Why are they doing this? They say 
they have a relationship of integrity 
with their customers. They want their 
customers to know full information 
about their products and let the cus-
tomer decide what the customer wants, 
and they will provide information 
about the type of genetic modifications 
and what they mean so the customer 
will have enough information to make 
a decision. There are advantages and 
disadvantages to GMO ingredients. 

Our Federal Government already re-
quires the labeling of ingredients and 
basic nutritional information in order 
to protect the public and guard against 
false product marketing. These food la-
bels tell consumers many things. They 
are supposed to tell how many calories. 
They tell how much there is of a vari-
ety of vitamins. They list the ingredi-
ents and do so in order of how promi-
nent they are in the product. Our label-
ing laws even say that when fish are 
sold in large supermarkets, they have 
to state whether a fish is farm raised 
or wild caught. Why do we require su-
permarkets to label the fish as farm 
raised or wild caught? Because our con-
sumers care about that. There are im-
plications of whether a product was 
grown in an artificial lake or whether 
it was caught in the wild. Consumers 
want to know and use their own minds 
to make these decisions. That is some-
thing about being in a free society— 
you get to make your own decisions 
based on disclosure. We make the infor-
mation available. 

This type of labeling about genetic 
modifications or genetically modified 
organisms in the ingredients is routine 
around the world. Sixty-five other 
countries, including twenty-eight 
members of the European Union, plus 

Japan, plus Australia, plus China, plus 
Brazil, already require mandatory GM 
labeling. Has it come to the point that 
we in America are denying information 
that is routinely required in China for 
consumers? Is that the point we are 
coming to on this bill, this DARK Act, 
Denying Americans the Right to Know 
Act? This is not the direction we 
should be going. 

Instead, we believe in our American 
citizens, we believe in education, we 
believe in individual decisionmaking, 
and consumer information on the label 
honors that. Blocking States from 
being able to provide information that 
those State legislators or those State 
citizens, by initiative, say they want, 
that is an overstepping of Federal au-
thority to crush States’ rights on an 
issue important to citizens. 

That is why today I am introducing a 
compromise bill, a bill trying to bring 
this conversation to a commonsense 
compromise. It is called the Bio-
technology Food Labeling and Uni-
formity Act. I am introducing this bill 
today with Senator TESTER and Sen-
ator LEAHY. It would give the FDA the 
authority to develop a uniform Federal 
standard for on-package disclosure of 
genetically modified ingredients. 

I have met with industry groups. I 
have met with the pro-label groups. I 
tried to find that area of compromise 
between the two. What I found is a 
great deal of flexibility on the labeling 
groups. Those groups said there doesn’t 
have to be information on the front of 
the package. It is OK if it is on the in-
gredients list on the back of the can or 
the back of the package. It doesn’t 
have to be in supersized print. It is OK 
if it is in the same small print that the 
ingredients are printed in. In fact, they 
are open to many different versions of 
how a company discloses this informa-
tion, as long as a person can go to the 
store, pick up the package, turn it 
over, and quickly find out if there is a 
GMO impact. 

These are some of the ideas—and 
there are a variety—that are accept-
able to the labeling side of the world. 
One is on the ingredients area. After 
the ingredient, it could either say it is 
genetically modified or put in a code 
like GM—it doesn’t take up much 
space, it is on the list of ingredients— 
or if there are several ingredients and 
you would rather use an asterisk, you 
would rather put an asterisk and put 
what the asterisk means: ‘‘This ingre-
dient has been genetically modified,’’ 
or ‘‘May contain genetically modified 
ingredients.’’ So a simple phrase at the 
bottom or a symbol. Brazil uses a sym-
bol. They use a T. This is an example of 
using a symbol T for transgenic—not 
all of them at once, just each of them 
would be fine. It will take effort for 
consumers to look and see it. It is not 
upfront. They have to pick up the prod-
uct. They have to look. It can be typed 
in small print, but it gives a person 
who cares the ability to get to the bot-
tom of the question. Then, if they 
want, they can look up at the Web site 

the product, through a quick response 
code, and get more details. That range 
of flexibility is where the compromise 
can be honoring a citizen’s right to 
know, while not taking up a lot of 
space on a package or not doing any-
thing on the front of the package that 
says that this product is healthy or 
unhealthy or otherwise. It means the 
share of Americans who want this in-
formation—just as there is a share of 
Americans who want to know if there 
is high-fructose corn syrup, there is a 
share of Americans who want to know 
if fish is farmed or wild fish—can in 
fact find this out. 

This also addresses the big issue 
manufacturers have been raising. They 
don’t want a patchwork across the 
country of 50 different States having 
different labeling laws. Our supply in-
ventory doesn’t work that way. We 
don’t have a warehouse that only 
serves one State. Quite frankly, it gets 
very complicated and even more so on 
the East Coast, where the States are 
all packed together, than it does back 
home in Oregon. That is a legitimate 
concern. So there are big concerns. 
About 50 different versions of the law 
or maybe counties even having dif-
ferent laws is addressed. 

I am going to simply conclude with 
this understanding: Citizens have a 
right to know in a free society what is 
in their food. Let’s honor that. Should 
the DARK Act—the Deny Americans 
the Right to Know Act that passed out 
of the Agriculture Committee—come 
to this floor, many of us will stand up 
to fight it in every possible way. It 
shortchanges American citizens, denies 
them critical information, and takes 
the right of a fundamental privilege in 
our society. It strips our States. It is a 
Federal overreach, and it is an assault 
on consumer information and con-
sumer rights. It is just wrong, and we 
will oppose it vigorously. 

f 

SUBMITTED RESOLUTIONS 

SENATE RESOLUTION 384—DESIG-
NATING MARCH 2, 2016, AS ‘‘READ 
ACROSS AMERICA DAY’’ 
Ms. COLLINS (for herself, Mr. REED 

of Rhode Island, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. 
KAINE, Mr. DURBIN, and Mrs. CAPITO) 
submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered and agreed to: 

S. RES. 384 

Whereas reading is a basic requirement for 
quality education and professional success 
and is a source of pleasure throughout life; 

Whereas the people of the United States 
must be able to read if the United States is 
to remain competitive in the global econ-
omy; 

Whereas Congress has placed great empha-
sis on reading intervention and providing ad-
ditional resources for reading assistance, in-
cluding through the programs authorized by 
the Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965 (20 U.S.C. 6301 et seq.) and 
through annual appropriations for library 
and literacy programs; and 

Whereas more than 50 national organiza-
tions concerned about reading and education 
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have joined with the National Education As-
sociation to designate March 2, the anniver-
sary of the birth of Theodor Geisel (com-
monly known as ‘‘Dr. Seuss’’), as a day to 
celebrate reading: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Senate— 
(1) designates March 2, 2016, as ‘‘Read 

Across America Day’’; 
(2) honors Theodor Geisel (commonly 

known as ‘‘Dr. Seuss’’) for his success in en-
couraging children to discover the joy of 
reading; 

(3) celebrates the 19th anniversary of Read 
Across America Day; 

(4) encourages parents to read with their 
children for at least 30 minutes on Read 
Across America Day in honor of the commit-
ment of the Senate to building a country of 
readers; and 

(5) encourages the people of the United 
States to observe Read Across America Day 
with appropriate ceremonies and activities. 

f 

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND 
PROPOSED 

SA 3386. Mr. COCHRAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3378 proposed by Mr. GRASS-
LEY (for himself, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. WHITE-
HOUSE, Mr. PORTMAN, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Ms. 
AYOTTE, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. COONS, Mr. COR-
NYN, and Mr. DURBIN) to the bill S. 524, to au-
thorize the Attorney General to award 
grants to address the national epidemics of 
prescription opioid abuse and heroin use; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3387. Mr. THUNE (for himself and Mr. 
BARRASSO) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3378 
proposed by Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. PORTMAN, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 
COONS, Mr. CORNYN, and Mr. DURBIN) to the 
bill S. 524, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3388. Mr. MARKEY (for himself and Ms. 
AYOTTE) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 524, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3389. Mr. WYDEN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 524, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3390. Mr. DAINES submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3378 proposed by Mr. GRASSLEY (for him-
self, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. 
PORTMAN, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. 
GRAHAM, Mr. COONS, Mr. CORNYN, and Mr. 
DURBIN) to the bill S. 524, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3391. Mr. DAINES (for himself and Mr. 
PETERS) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed to amendment SA 3378 pro-
posed by Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. PORTMAN, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 
COONS, Mr. CORNYN, and Mr. DURBIN) to the 
bill S. 524, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3392. Mr. BLUNT (for himself and Ms. 
STABENOW) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3378 
proposed by Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. PORTMAN, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 
COONS, Mr. CORNYN, and Mr. DURBIN) to the 
bill S. 524, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3393. Mr. MERKLEY (for himself, Mr. 
PAUL, Mr. REID, Mr. BENNET, Mr. WYDEN, 
Mrs. MURRAY, and Ms. WARREN) submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill S. 524, supra; which was or-
dered to lie on the table. 

SA 3394. Mr. LEAHY submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 

bill S. 524, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3395. Mr. WYDEN (for himself, Mr. 
SCHUMER, and Mrs. MURRAY) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3378 proposed by Mr. GRASS-
LEY (for himself, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. WHITE-
HOUSE, Mr. PORTMAN, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Ms. 
AYOTTE, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. COONS, Mr. COR-
NYN, and Mr. DURBIN) to the bill S. 524, supra. 

SA 3396. Mr. WICKER (for himself, Mr. 
BROWN, and Mr. COCHRAN) submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3378 proposed by Mr. GRASS-
LEY (for himself, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. WHITE-
HOUSE, Mr. PORTMAN, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Ms. 
AYOTTE, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. COONS, Mr. COR-
NYN, and Mr. DURBIN) to the bill S. 524, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3397. Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3378 
proposed by Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. PORTMAN, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 
COONS, Mr. CORNYN, and Mr. DURBIN) to the 
bill S. 524, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3398. Mr. UDALL submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 524, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3399. Ms. HEITKAMP submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by her 
to the bill S. 524, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 3400. Mr. CORNYN (for himself and Mr. 
KIRK) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 3378 proposed 
by Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. LEAHY, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. PORTMAN, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 
COONS, Mr. CORNYN, and Mr. DURBIN) to the 
bill S. 524, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3401. Mr. CORNYN (for himself and Mr. 
KIRK) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed to amendment SA 3378 proposed 
by Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. LEAHY, 
Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. PORTMAN, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 
COONS, Mr. CORNYN, and Mr. DURBIN) to the 
bill S. 524, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3402. Mr. WYDEN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3378 proposed by Mr. GRASSLEY (for him-
self, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. 
PORTMAN, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. 
GRAHAM, Mr. COONS, Mr. CORNYN, and Mr. 
DURBIN) to the bill S. 524, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3403. Mr. THUNE (for himself and Mr. 
BARRASSO) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3378 
proposed by Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. PORTMAN, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 
COONS, Mr. CORNYN, and Mr. DURBIN) to the 
bill S. 524, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3404. Mr. THUNE (for himself and Mr. 
BARRASSO) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3378 
proposed by Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. PORTMAN, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 
COONS, Mr. CORNYN, and Mr. DURBIN) to the 
bill S. 524, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3405. Mr. THUNE (for himself and Mr. 
BARRASSO) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3378 
proposed by Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. PORTMAN, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 
COONS, Mr. CORNYN, and Mr. DURBIN) to the 
bill S. 524, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3406. Mr. THUNE (for himself and Mr. 
BARRASSO) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3378 
proposed by Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. PORTMAN, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 
COONS, Mr. CORNYN, and Mr. DURBIN) to the 
bill S. 524, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3407. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3378 proposed by Mr. GRASSLEY (for him-
self, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. 
PORTMAN, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. 
GRAHAM, Mr. COONS, Mr. CORNYN, and Mr. 
DURBIN) to the bill S. 524, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3408. Mr. MCCAIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the 
bill S. 524, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3409. Ms. COLLINS (for herself and Mr. 
LANKFORD) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed to amendment SA 3378 
proposed by Mr. GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. 
LEAHY, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. PORTMAN, Ms. 
KLOBUCHAR, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 
COONS, Mr. CORNYN, and Mr. DURBIN) to the 
bill S. 524, supra; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

SA 3410. Mr. REID submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3378 proposed by Mr. GRASSLEY (for him-
self, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. 
PORTMAN, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. 
GRAHAM, Mr. COONS, Mr. CORNYN, and Mr. 
DURBIN) to the bill S. 524, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3411. Mr. TESTER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed to amendment 
SA 3378 proposed by Mr. GRASSLEY (for him-
self, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. WHITEHOUSE, Mr. 
PORTMAN, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. 
GRAHAM, Mr. COONS, Mr. CORNYN, and Mr. 
DURBIN) to the bill S. 524, supra; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3412. Mr. MERKLEY submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3378 proposed by Mr. GRASS-
LEY (for himself, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. WHITE-
HOUSE, Mr. PORTMAN, Ms. KLOBUCHAR, Ms. 
AYOTTE, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. COONS, Mr. COR-
NYN, and Mr. DURBIN) to the bill S. 524, supra; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3413. Mr. SCHATZ (for himself, Mr. 
HATCH, Mr. TESTER, Mr. COCHRAN, and Ms. 
COLLINS) submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 524, 
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

SA 3414. Mr. BARRASSO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 524, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 3415. Mr. BARRASSO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 524, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

SA 3416. Mr. BARRASSO submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill S. 524, supra; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

f 

TEXT OF AMENDMENTS 

SA 3386. Mr. COCHRAN submitted an 
amendment intended to be proposed to 
amendment SA 3378 proposed by Mr. 
GRASSLEY (for himself, Mr. LEAHY, Mr. 
WHITEHOUSE, Mr. PORTMAN, Ms. KLO-
BUCHAR, Ms. AYOTTE, Mr. GRAHAM, Mr. 
COONS, Mr. CORNYN, and Mr. DURBIN) to 
the bill S. 524, to authorize the Attor-
ney General to award grants to address 
the national epidemics of prescription 
opioid abuse and heroin use; which was 
ordered to lie on the table; as follows: 
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